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(BRAC) decision. This parcel was
included in GEDA’s Reuse Plan and is
included in the scope of this EIS.

The DEIS evaluates three reuse
alternatives and a ‘‘No Action’’
Alternative. The reuse alternatives are
based upon conceptual land use plans
documented in GEDA’s Reuse Plan and
approved by Governor Carl T. C.
Gutierrez of Guam. Each reuse
alternative proposes various land uses,
e.g., residential, commercial, etc., as
well as roadway improvements. The
‘‘No Action’’ Alternative assumes
Navy’s retention of the parcels in
caretaker status and continuation of
existing leases according to their terms.

The Preferred Alternative
recommended by GEDA consists of the
following elements: retention of open
space for recreation and conservation,
single-family affordable housing, a golf
resort, commercial centers, warehouse
and light industrial space, and
agricultural activities. The EIS also
evaluates reuse alternatives with lower
and higher intensities of development.
The Lower Intensity Alternative would
retain more open space and involve
renovation rather than expansion of
certain facilities and less new
construction. The Higher Intensity
Alternative would provide more new
construction, and development
densities would approach the maximum
allowed under local zoning.

Except for traffic and air quality
impacts at one intersection, potentially
significant impacts under all of the
reuse alternatives can be mitigated to
nonsignificant levels. The impacts
which can be mitigated by the local
reuse authority to nonsignificant levels
include infrequent exceedance of air
quality standards during peak-hour
traffic at intersections, incompatible
land uses and noise, effects on cultural
resources, traffic congestion at key
intersections, increases in school
enrollment in three districts due to new
housing development, and cumulative
impacts on health care, police, fire, and
civil defense services. Unacceptable
traffic conditions at the intersection of
Route 1 and Route 16 would occur with
or without the proposed reuse.
Mitigation would compensate for the
reuse component of traffic at this
intersection, but it would still remain
above capacity. The following
potentially significant but mitigable
impacts are identified for the Higher
Intensity Alternative: inadequate
capacity of the Agana wastewater
treatment plant during peak flow
conditions, cumulative solid waste
impacts, and impacts of the proposed
power plant at Rizal/Aflleje beach on
the marine environment. The ‘‘No

Action’’ Alternative has the least
potential for environmental impacts and
demands on Guam’s infrastructure.

The DEIS has been distributed to
agencies and other interested parties.
Copies may be reviewed at the Agana,
Barrigada, Dededo, Merizo, and Yona
public libraries. A limited number of
single copies are available upon request
from the contact listed above.

A public hearing will be held on
August 26, 1999 at the Guam Hilton to
inform the public of the DEIS findings
and to solicit and receive oral and
written comments. Government
agencies and interested parties are
invited to be present at the hearing. Oral
comments will be heard and transcribed
by a court recorder; written comments
are also requested to ensure accuracy of
the record. All comments, both oral and
written, will become part of the official
record. In the interest of available time,
each speaker will be asked to limit oral
comments to three minutes. Longer
comments should be summarized at the
public hearing and submitted in writing
either at the hearing or mailed to Mr.
Gerald Gibbons at the address given
above. Comments must be postmarked
no later than September 15, 1999 to be
considered in the Final EIS.

Dated: July 9, 1999.
Michael I. Quinn,
Commander, Judge Advocate General’s Corps,
U.S. Navy, Alternate Federal Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 99–17965 Filed 7–13–99; 8:45 am]
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AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DOD.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Naval Research Advisory
Committee will meet to discuss basic
and advanced research and technology.
All sessions of the meetings will be
devoted to briefings, discussions and
technical examination of information
related to an assessment of unmanned
vehicle (UMV) technologies, operational
opportunities, and capabilities as they
relate to mine countermeasures,
surveillance, detection, classification,
identification and neutralization,
ordnance delivery, and reconnaissance
and sensing; and an assessment of the
technology opportunities and policy
implications for increasing the
effectiveness of ship’s personnel
without sacrificing readiness or mission
capability.

DATES: The meetings will be held on
Monday, July 19 through Friday, July
23, 1999, from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.;
Monday, July 26 through Thursday, July
29, 1999, from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.;
and Friday, July 30, 1999, from 8:30
a.m. to 12:00 p.m.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Space and Naval Warfare Systems
Center San Diego, 53560 Hull Street,
San Diego, California.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Diane Mason-Muir, Program Director,
Naval Research Advisory Committee,
800 North Quincy Street, Arlington, VA
22217–5660, Telephone (703) 696–6769.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice of meetings is provided in
accordance with the provisions of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5
U.S.C. App. 2). All sessions of the
meetings will be devoted to briefings,
discussions and technical examination
of information related to: (1) an
assessment of unmanned vehicle (UMV)
technologies for the Navy, Marine
Corps, Army, Air Force, and foreign and
commercial enterprises as they relate to
mine countermeasures, surveillance,
detection, classification, identification
and neutralization, ordnance delivery,
and reconnaissance and sensing, and an
assessment of the potential options for
sea and air operation, vehicle size and
weight-bearing capability, remotely
piloted and autonomous operation, and
complexity and ease of use, real-time
communications and avionics, and
training and supportability; and (2) an
assessment of engineering process
change and technology development as
they relate to optimized manning and
enhanced personnel effectiveness and
retention, a survey of emerging
technological opportunities and
organizational changes to identify those
with the potential to improve overall
fighting effectiveness while optimizing
crew size, and recommendations for
changes to policies, procedures and
doctrines that block cultural change and
the subsequent adoption of technologies
and processes to improve overall
fighting effectiveness while optimizing
manning levels, and improving training
and quality of life for the DD–21 and
other ship design and construction
efforts. These briefings and discussions
will contain classified information that
is specifically authorized under criteria
established by Executive Order to be
kept secret in the interest of national
defense and are in fact properly
classified pursuant to such Executive
Order. The classified and non-classified
matters to be discussed are so
inextricably intertwined as to preclude
opening any portion of the meeting. In
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accordance with 5 U.S.C. App. 2,
section 10(d), the Secretary of the Navy
has determined in writing that the
public interest requires that all sessions
of the meeting be closed to the public
because they will be concerned with
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. section
552b(c)(1).

Dated: July 9, 1999.

Michael I. Quinn,
Commander, Judge Advocate General’s Corps,
U.S. Navy, Alternate Federal Register Liaison
Officer.
[FR Doc. 99–17935 Filed 7–13–99; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Navy

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DoD.

ACTION: Delete and amend record
systems.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy
proposes to delete two systems of
records and amend one system of
records notice in its inventory of record
systems subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended.

DATES: The action will be effective on
August 13, 1999, unless comments are
received that would result in a contrary
determination.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to the
Department of the Navy, PA/FOIA
Policy Branch, Chief of Naval
Operations (N09B30), 2000 Navy
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20350–2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mrs.
Doris Lama at (202) 685–6545 or DSN
325–6545.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Navy’s record system
notices for records systems subject to
the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a),
as amended, have been published in the
Federal Register and are available from
the address above.

The Department of the Navy proposes
to delete and amend systems of records
notices in its inventory of record
systems subject to the Privacy Act of
1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended. The
deletions are not within the purview of
subsection (r) of the Privacy Act of 1974
(5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended, which
requires the submission of new or
altered system report.

Dated: July 7, 1999.
Patricia L. Toppings,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

Deletions

N01001–2

SYSTEM NAME:
Naval Reserve Law Program Officer

Personnel Information (February 22,
1993, 58 FR 10692).

Reason: Records are now covered
under the Department of the Navy
notice N01001–1, Database of Reserve/
Retired Judge Advocates and Legalmen.

N01810–1

SYSTEM NAME:
Directory of Retired Regular and

Reserve Judge Advocates (February 22,
1993, 58 FR 10726).

Reason: Records are now covered
under the Department of the Navy
notice N01001–1, Database of Reserve/
Retired Judge Advocates and Legalmen.

N01001–1

SYSTEM NAME:
Roster, Naval Reserve Law Units

(February 22, 1993, 58 FR 10692).

Changes

* * * * *

SYSTEM NAME:
Delete entry and replace with

‘‘Database of Reserve/Retired Judge
Advocates and Legalmen.’’

SYSTEM LOCATION:
Delete entry and replace with ‘Office

of the Judge Advocate General (Code
62), Department of the Navy,
Washington Navy Yard, 1322 Patterson
Avenue SE, Suite 3000, Washington, DC
20374–5066.’

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Delete entry and replace with ‘Reserve
and retired officers of the Judge
Advocate General’s Corps and reserve
and retired legalmen.’

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
Delete entry and replace with

‘Personal and professional information
such as: full name and nickname; Social
Security Number; date of birth; home
address; home and office telephone/
FAX/pager numbers; e-mail address;
gender; spouse’s name, school year and
degrees earned, etc. Military
information [i.e., rank/date of rank;
branch of service; lineal number; date of
entrance on duty (enlisted); pay entry
base data; date commissioned; date
retired; military accomplishments;

Naval Officer Billet Codes; Naval
Enlisted Billet Code; military
decorations; Naval Reserve Awards;
letters of appreciation; Sailor of the
Quarterly/Year; military courses
completed and dates attended; military
certificates (e.g., Career Counselor,
Surface Warfare, Naval Aviator); foreign
language skills, Readiness Command;
Unit Reserve Unit Identification Code;
unit name; current unit; position; date
joined unit; primary type of
employment; employer/agency; job title;
etc). Civilian job information, such as
Civilian Occupational Codes; Federal
and State Courts admitted; address of
employer; etc.’
* * * * *

PURPOSE(S)

Delete entry and replace with ‘To
facilitate liaison between Naval Reserve
Law Units, Law Program Director,
Director, Naval Reserve Law Programs,
and the Navy’s legal assistance program.

To maintain a directory of Naval
Reserve Judge Advocates’ location,
reserve assignment, etc. Information in
the directory is made available to Navy
Judge Advocates, active and reserve, to
enable them to locate and identify the
legal expertise of Naval Reserve Judge
Advocates in the various states with
varying legal qualifications and state
licenses, and to permit contact between
Navy Judge Advocates.
* * * * *

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

Delete entry and replace with ‘Deputy
Assistant Judge Advocate General
(Reserve and Retired Personnel
Programs), Department of the Navy,
Washington Navy Yard, 1322 Patterson
Street, SE, Washington, DC 20374–
5066.’
* * * * *

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:

Delete entry and replace with
‘Individual and Navy Personnel
Command.’
* * * * *

N01001–1

SYSTEM NAME:

Database of Reserve/Retired Judge
Advocates and Legalmen.

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Office of the Judge Advocate General
(Code 62), Department of the Navy,
Washington Navy Yard, 1322 Patterson
Avenue SE, Suite 3000, Washington, DC
20374–5066.
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